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2142 


All participants (applicant, applicant's representative, PTO personnel): 


(1 ) PnWn Rm/Wz fPrim Ex). 

(3) 


(?) rtniHht>rq t N. {Rea.No. 54. 126). 

(4) 



Date of Interview: 06 July 2006 . 

^ $E^ b &^oS5£l zO^s represent 

Exhibit shown or demonstration conducted: d)D Yes e)l3 No. 
If Yes, brief description: . 

Claim(s) discussed: 1. 

Identification of prior art discussed: US 6,697,815 (Wilson), 
Agreement with respect to the claims f)D was reached. g)D was not reached. h)E N/A. 

Substance of Interview inciuding description of the genera, nature of what was agreed to if an agreement was 
reached, or any other comments: ^ r.nntimiation Sheet. 

allowable' is available, a summary thereof must be attached.) 
requirements on reverse side or on attached sheet. 


BCEATWZ PRIETO 
PRIMARY EX^'^^^ 


Examiner Note: You must sign this form unless it is an 
Attachment to a signed Office action. 


Examiner's signature, if required 
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Interview Summary 


Paper No. 20060710 


Summary of Record of Interview Requirements 


application whether or not an agreement with the examiner was reached at the interv.ew. 


Title 37 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) § 1.133 Interviews 

Paragraph (b) 


Ilfy alteged^fp^se^ipulation. or understanding in relation to which there is d.sagreement or doubt. 

The action of the Patent and Trademark Office cannot be based exclusively on the written record in the Office if that record is itself 
incomplete through the failure to record the substance of n*™™*- substance of an interview of record in the application file, unless 

The Form provides for recordation of the following information: 

- Application Number (Series Code and Serial Number) 

- Name of applicant 

- Name of examiner 

- Date of interview 

- Type of interview (telephonic, video-conference, or personal) 

- Name of participant(s) (applicant, attorney or agent, examiner, other PTO Personnel, etc.) 

- An indication whether or not an exhibit was shown or a demonstration conducted 

- SC^J!^52^J55L, <« ft. * m an to a signed Office -* 

„ „ de.i«e «•.«. examine, «,.» Mlt. ^S^SSJSSJSSSS* " 

substance of the interview. 

Acomplete and proper recordation of the sub^ 

1 ) A brief description of the nature of any exhibit shown or any demonstration conducted, 

2) an identification of the claims discussed, 

2! S iSHon 3 S ^VSSZZL* «* * «*— <• ^ «*» «~ ™ on *. 

Interview Summary Form completed by the Examiner, 

describe those arguments which he or she feels were or might be persuas.ve to the examiner.) 
3 S a%7opI^^ S" Already described in the Inter^ew Summary Form completed by 

the examiner. 

Examiners are expected to carefully review the applicant's record of the substance of an interview. If the record is not complete and 
accurate, applicant an extendable one month time period to correct the record. 

Examiner to Check for Accuracy 
paper recording the substance of the interview along with the date and the examiner's .nitials. 
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Continuation Sheet (PTOL-413) 


Application No. 09/919,727 


Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an 
agreement was reached, or any other comments: Applicant contacted examiner requesting a telephonic interview and 
faxed required request w/proposed amendment to the claims (see attached). Applicant requested examiner to review 
proposed amendment and provide feedback indicating as to whether the proposed amendment may overcome the 
prior art applied. Examiner indicated that any indication as to whether the propose amendment may potentially 
overcome the prior art of record will be provided merely to aid applicant and based on a cursory review of at least the 
primary applied reference and absolutely contigent to a full and thorough examination of applicant's timely filed 
response. Any statement provided in response to the above mentioned applicant's requested is NOT FINAL and may 
be REVERSED upon full examination as indicated. In this case, based on a CURSORY review, as a PRELIMINARY 
statement and CONTIGENT to a full examination, the submited proposed amendment consisting of the addition of the 
clause "where the at least one model bean is constructed by a web server" seems that it may overcome the applied 
primary reference. Applicant is urged however the review all applied reference(s) and references of record when 
amending the claims to accelerate prosecution of instant application. 


/ BEATRIZ PBIETO 
PRIMARY *tf INER 
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